
]PRIORITY I I~ARTICIPANT      TYPE OF MEASUIG’~ PURPOSE’WATERQUALrrY" WATI~R~ AMOUNT OF [ C-OS’t’/AF’ J-TOTAL                    [COST

N~ar-Term Measures to Increase.._Operational .Fl..exib-ifity
1 US Bureau of Reclamation "Joint Point of Diversion 1,2,3,4 No Impact 20,000 - 30,000 ~ $ [.5/AT $45,000
2 US Bureau of Reclamatioa Joint Point of Diversion 1,2,3,4 ...... No Impact 150,b00-200,000 A1~- $1.5/AF $300,000
3 Dcp .a~. eat.of Water ResourcesIncrease Banl~ PP (500 cfs).’.~’ 1,~3,4 No Impact 70,000- 90,000 AF ?/AF Minimal
4 .Ops Group .... Flexing the E!I Ratio 1,2,3,4 ~o Impact 7 7IAF Minimal

Subtotal Up to 320,000 AF $1.5/AF >$345,000
Near-Term l~eas~’es to Lease ~torage Wldeh Also Provide Long-Term Beaelits

5 ~idler Water Company~lnc. Lca~e of GW Storage Space1,2,3,4 ....I No Impact 48,600AF’ $186/AF’ ! $9,03~’600~"
Subtotal 48,600 .AF $1861AF $9,039,600

Near-Term bieasures to Acquire Water Wht¢6’ Also Provide Lon’g-Term B...enelRs
6 Vidl~r Wathr Company, _Inc. ’"’ Water Acquisi.tion .....1,2,3/, Ho Impac~ 6,306"~F $270/AF $1,701,000
6 Kern Cotmty Illterests Banked GW Purchase ~,2,3,4 ~’o’Impact 100,000 AF~ ....$220/AF $22,000,000

Subtotal ’ " ............. 106,300 AF $220- $23,701,000
$2701AF

"~ear-Te~’m Mdasures |o Reduce’San Luis Reservoir Low-Poin{ Problem
Metropolitan Water District of    Soulee Shifting            1,2,3,4      No Impact ....... 60,000 AF      $75/AI; $4,500,000
Southern California

7 Kern County I~ter~sts "Source Shifting 1,2,3,4 "No Impac~ ...... 50,000 - 90,00.0 AF" $75/AF’z $8,100~000

Subtotal .... Up to 150,000 AF $75/AF."I. S12,600,000

T~b column lists the porpoaes e~ch measure could address as follows: 1 = men.surfs that will help ovum mtan~icJpated fishery and wak:t supply conllgcts; 2 = mea..,,m~s which could address th¢ San
Lui= R~tn~oir tow-poiut problem; 3 = m~a.mrcs which could help provide envkoamcn~al henefits beyoad existing requirements; and 4 = measures which could help of~et wal¢~ supply impacts
~soclamd with b(2) payback.
All of the mcas~r¢~ slmuld bone.fit water quality in San Luis R~scrvoir. It is also anticipated teat these action~ would not impact Delia wa~r quality.
Actual water supplies available u~der these mmures would be affected by hydrologic coaditiom and rogutatoP/decisions, iacluding DOI’s (h)(2) Plan.
Kll of these values are prelate, subject to ncgu6ation, and dependent upon hydrologic cunditiom.
J’POD Ls for November 1999 only. This ama~at irg’te.ase, to 80,000 sc~-t’eet if additional non-CVP north of the Delta suppli¢~ are stxured
IPOD is for February and Ma~h 2000. "the projected acre-foot amount needs to be confirmed.
Ass~rnes storing: 300 AF in January;, 9,400 AF ~ F©hrumy;, 18,400 AF in March; and 20,500 AJ; in AFfil, 2000. This amount could be less due to Vid]¢t’s ability to both utilize o~¢t Semitropic

Imrtners put capacity attd provide itt-liett sud’a~:¢ water supp]~es to farmers.
Lease price would be 1,36/yr/AF of’stored water. R.ecovory capacity would be a minimum of 25% of the total storage space leased. Energy expu~ses to r,cover water are $5(FAF. In zddilion,
Semitropic.WD ck~rg¢.s a $100!’AF cycle fee.

Cost does not include pul~h~ing or wheeling ,~rater to Semitropic.ta Th~ actual amount that could be mtd¢ availabte in troy single year’ would be depe.,ndent upon the amount of money lmid up-f~ont.
t~ Two options a~ available for r~opera6on (I) shi~. tte|iveries that would normally be made in July and August to the September tMough Dc~-~m~er period; and (2) pump groundwater the! svould be

replaced ova" the next live yea.ri with So:tiott 215 Friant \voter s~pplles. Th¢ t=mount of April to August 20~0 demand that could be shifled to after August depends upon the SWP allocations. At
about a 50% allocation, the~e probably is little, if any ability to sbil~ d~mtmds. At a full allocation, about 50,000 - g0,000 AF could be shil~ed. The cost would be about $75-90/AF.

’v Price would be $75/AP i1" the water is repaid thin year. Price do~ t~ot includ¢ the cost associatetl with acquiring and conwying payback water.


